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^nffcnun^ BwW RRiFpr 
(9lDi*l Bwpi) 

(W9lW> ^ miPrtUKW ) 
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wfty ^ mRmi i h 

flm: ^ 7JOI. ipt % 3wwt w ^ f*pifRra'tNrtR Pbfit % ajFira % iiw Tfif 

1. 14/7/2005-'^Nh?^.— cnt 1995 if 7raRT#1^ 

1975 3ft7 (infeT g5t i?'tiH cian ^ 

^;c=5j g>T 3<I«5<HH Ijg ^TI?^ aft? PliiHMcfl, 1995(ftl% 

^ "Jj?! 2t2IT ^ OJPT 4 iRa^ ftj: 


2. Ao 4o cfi'HWIH cJitcHthlcll ^ (f^R# 

arr^^ w w t) % Hi(Sict>i^l (fti% itr’ 

' g>fT w ^ ^ ^«T an^-ira arf&f^Tm ait? 

Hic'i'iisft Pi'^Hiqcil ^ ar 2 ?rR ^ ^rtui ^ ftRr^ tit=i vinT.^Toi. (f«i^ 

?K '?ra^ ^' arsi^T ^ft^ ■'rm t) ^ ijcT ^ am^r g?t 

Rijifrid 'iidHH f^t5c»T (fvi% f?i^ ^ ?ra^ w w ■'rm ^ ^ 

g>T an?t? eFmn 21111 1 ait? Mif^raJiit ai^^ irm t fcp ?ra^ 

2TTef ?? cfTTpcj yfr^f ^ ifie'-T^r^it ^ jn?H gtt ^ l 

3. ait? Mif 5 i<w^ % vjifrT g 5 t air? ^ an^^ 5i?i 

?na^ ^ amn? ?? »it? 5 t ^ ?r 3 rq^.aRiram 4 a»i f ^ i d 27 Rid^y. 
2005 ^ ^ ?ll<5vdp|*’ ^rRT ^ ^ fviRl^ ai^?n? Pl-HHMcft ^ 
6 ^ 3i^?n? ?t^ ^ ^ 2jcT ^ aiirar ^ ^ RiitQid ytg^ w ^ 
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airanRff ^ ^ arm ^ 

?i«tt JPIT^ M f^ratw f%^n afh? ^ f^n>iR?i 
^ vjit ^ ^ me-iylttl ^ ^ ^ crmf ^ ^ ^ ^ 

'deiVl ^ ^ Srf^ '55f ^ ^Vfl I 

CB. Kirill 

4 IfTf^raJT^ 5RT viM^lcW ^-HTW ^ ^ ^T aif^Rjj^cI Wt ■«l4'#ra; 
^j;ipTT ^TT^ ^ ^ WiT ^ ^ ^ Hl^ill 3mi^ 

nt t: 

i) TnfSrW^t % 3T11^ W VJWSI VJIHCBI^I ^ 3TJ!1R 3tl4c^4>t 5Rt 

vJ4d^ cB^ "HTJ Wr ^ ^ITR^ 4 ■^i^ ^ ^ ’jdNI'fl, ^ ^ W 

R i ^jldthl afk aii'M i d^X H-ylcwiaft w ■g^, gjt 27 1%cra^ 

2005 ^ grrg-^iTW arfSrqggr ^ ^roft aft? arj^r 

% 4 WET-wr wSt arfET^jxHT ^ di^l'a 40 ^ ’ftcR mwici<^ 

gjj ^ aff? arq^-aM firan f^Rad ■?w ^ ^ I 

ii) g^ girm gra gm gif^ ^ agfitFftg am gRrai Rm e ^ ai^gR 
^ vjpf.gg. ^ w Pigtdg)i afk ^gmm ggcw gm4t g^St i 

iii) #g gpf.gg ^ g^g f^ig ^gigw g^ Rrgg 6 ^ at^'dw gng-gRg ^ gi^ 

if ftrgr ggr afk arj^i ft>gT ggr % % arti% ^ ^ 

R i gt^ / dcM i gcf ii grr w? ^ ft? 4 ft gffi g gggigft ^ #g7 H^dNcil gg 
ggggg ^ $ i R i gid4?!’ eft iftt gg gg ggr gggrgcft g?i gg^^-x;^ gftr 
ftgidg ^ ^ gig ggr g^ ft grg-grg gft ftfti g^ i 

iv) gMR ar^^iggsiT eifg^R fft? grft ggft gg? gggrgftt ftg gfg.gxg. ft gft 
fng Pigigcft gsg ^grgm eft sftftg g>i gt i wg gftg fftg gnft ft 
gftxggr^ gggpg gg aggrg gftftig 'HWm aggr^FT ft ^ if 

gigg eft xjgiffts fftg^ (^) ft fg ftgftff g>i gftgg ggi^ gt i gror 

g?r ftifti gragg arftsiggsTT gift ftftft ^ git gitgg ft ftg5cg ft gn ft 
arftgg? ft ^gftgg fftggjgftt ft ar^g I ft ftgi 7 ft at^ggg gwd ft ftg 


[MFTl— 
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^ WI # ^ ^ 'HIHM ^ ^ ift ailcticH JRFT ft>^IT I ^ JTRiT 
^ Mif^4>i^ % ^ URi ^ % ^nfSTspr^ ^ 

jR^jra t ft? ^Kig h fta 4 i<;hM ftRmra# ^ arg^ I ^ ( 7 ) cwr 
(8) ^ ?#r5R ^ g>t ’k-gnsTK arsfttrcPRTr ^ ■?iq ^f ?n% ^srft ^fttr ^f 
3iT^^ ^ ^ ^ virra ^ v5mj i am: vspt.w. ^ w ^ 

'H^ftd ^ 3Tg#r ftnn w ft? % ar^ I ^ % (e) 4 

TjaildlwlRad aiMV^dJ 'j|H<W'51/^1^ ^ ^ cnft? ftft^ 

5nftra?T^ f^T ^ TR ft^ ^ 71^ ft? W ?3?T wfrwT^ 
ftrafeg?t/?3c'TRg?f g>t ?F5jR ai^sTcRsn oyci6K ft?^ uiT ^ ufr ^ 
Md(?ld ^ ft? % vJM'flcW ^'<11)145 # ftgf% HMd«Sl' ^jT iJ^.Wr t I 

v) jnftra?T^t % yiH<*>i^l ’Rft ^ ^ ^R.fm ^ w ftraWf ^ ftm 
6 ( 4 ) ^ aig^ HiHIcIcfl ^Mt:- 

1 '^idHd g?o ftro 

cTOiftrarafr rr, 

?IR^ 1%€t, fllftRFT jftft^, 
ftR-312300 

2. ^anart ftR 

^0 328 ftRR-^aTR * 

^afr f%^, fliftraR, 

#^-ftR-315400 

3. ■^^'PR i’TfcraR g?o ftro 

409, Wft 

%?ti?R, irR«'i?i, 

^-ftR-261031 

vi) dM'^lcW arfSrqw ^ JRf?R ^ ft?^ ift ftRltcR? % MS^H I dci) ^ ^ 

ft^TT I 
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vii) ’TRcf ^ w ^ w 3imicr<^ dsn jRfr^srf ^ 

irsft TTi fuRi^ f^RPJ 6 ( 4 ) ^ arg^TR Tjfpm^ 

M-- 

> Ao HfRTFT f^O 

> ^(5 ’Tgr#r RtjR'i f^o 

> 40 3TR tft ^ TJTO f^o 

> ^'iPlcKI ^ 

> 40 gMt 

> 4o 

> 4o F'^ej'ddlcH ^ f^O 

> 4o ^ ^0 

^ 40 Ml'SCfC'fl f^o 

S 

> 4o it ^>Ht>Nj'[^chc^H fcTO 

> 40 

> 4o UTO ftro 

> Ao f^c^RRT ftro 

> 4o WTO i 

> 4o W4if^(£l 

X 

> 4o 4i(*Tchd WWi.TJTO f^O 

> 4o it 4wRt (i1%5iT) WTO fcTo 4o 4^ 

> 4o (itiwT) tiro 

> 4o 4^ 4f^ wrqit 

> 4o ctf44?Rr 

> 4o wmr fitfiw 

> 40 WWtf^ cfjTcTi WTO f^o 

> 4o ^ te^4?rwwT 


viii) ^Jwiww ajfIrqxRT ^ f^tT^ 4 4o 4ww wri aftw 4o "JcT^r wtw ^ 

W 4 3Tw 4-3TW4 WrfcR W^ ftTTT f 
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ix) cilfDilTiijct, amjxHT 'HiRsytiT) ^ 

(^<41 iFTT % vjTfcf 3raftf "tlf^d f^Wcl ^Dl <l*il ^ fcPJ "ti^cg Hid ^ 

3?Fn?ft ^ I 

x) Hl[?lchl'51 % ftf^FT SRT ^ 3mMt^ SW ^ 

'dl4'JlPi<*> ':mfer ^ ^Rtl nSTOSI 3ftT ^ ^ 

f^em ?piT w I 

xi) 'dlHMd'HI 't<J1'J>d ^IT f%^raf (^^twft) ^ 3iraR itR 4Jl(^|chl*Tll IRI 

vdMdJi'fl 1:17 OTsnf^ w ^ vidJidd-wro, 

sfk [cIPihIuI 1?^ fl?f51-cmcr WIT ^ ^ f«RT^ ^ W cIWT ^ 
^ ftj ^ ^StT ^ ciwr VJIT^ t cfr ^ 

'EI^, ^3^ grt ^ Sl1% ^ ^IWI ^5^ I JratvRT^ 

^liw ^ f^l^ fen W fe % f^xlKl^d ^ #?EI 4 3Tn=ft 
v3cWT ciTncr cWT an^ fer^-w TRgn ^ Tjft fe^ g>i^ wto 
i^'aichW SRT few IJHlPld RH'H*! feW feW^ SRT ■HiSJliH Tft 
fenr nm I 

xii) a r fe' ^ x T ^n ^ **»* n? ■ii i f^<Mct>'d1 gRi ‘hn-fl'H anm? 

dHcbi^i gjt cqn?r Wt t aftr WW iRi femracft ^ W 
^ ffen^ iW miT 11 

xiii) W ferfe 1 artcT, 2004 ^ wr 31 nr^, 2005 cin> n5t 3fe?r (wer 

aW) ^ fei? g5t I W feWi ^ ^ Tsrra ar^, 

200 1-W, 2002 , aiita, 2002 -W,2003, ar^, 2003-Jn^,2004 afk feg 
afeSr ^ fei? ^ I 

Mdllg ?WI 'hHH 

5. fewW BcW fWr t fe% ^W)fe W ararar ^ 

fecn ^ ^ WT t ^ fen nm.w. fe fe aranr nfi ^ 

fertfer ^ I fWr fern? ^j^rWt afr? nqrW fe 

■^(^cf l ^ fecn feft t I n? cfrafeci feft t difen ^RsT feft t 
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1^ ir ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 13ik 

^ wts 4 afk .si^Asend wif^ ^?it# t 1era?# 

^ ^ SRFIT WT t, 3^: ^ ^ ^ 11 

6. ^ fWrf ^ alarm mmm mr mmm t i ftrem ?fte 
cTSTT ^ wrf Tf vi4dm ^ t I im mma 3i%m tI^ m^ ^ ftrWt ^ 
ferf^F^ mr ^rnimr mim t i ■fe Rtiki«Hh v^cmk ^ 

^ t I ar? W an^ 'tcFjfSrq ^ t i 

7. fWr ^ rrarr mrgarf ^ wr 4 #m^?m t1^ 

3rf§rf%ariT ^ aTGiFi 39, 392071 ^ ctf?T mff^ t i 

#iTT^^ mftmmr f aik mim ^ m^k ^ ^ 

mazrar ^ t I 

amimmi cfe fkm 


8. T^mJiFr jRfmzmm anrnrrm mm 1% anrnffrrr mfem cFmik^ 

mr ^ t afk zj^ ^ efr t afk zi ^ zamk ^k^ 

^amk mt mfcT t I anmmm % mm ftrm t ftr anziifrid arkfr 

^ armR tf w=t mf[ t mrkrer f mkif^tm 
jrf^zmrmfrmTT zf?! m^r, zmmkm mi^ narr aif^ aratrr, krakm, 
mm, IcRRm ^ ’tma, rarnkt ^ msm rrarr \adrr<?m amtapi, mkri^nm 
rsk, wrmf zfft m?M zjkmrr i 

9. ^ aiNidmf SKI zr^ dm km zjm % kr k rfk jl-^ mr kkniW 
krm mrm t afk kma aTs III mr ^ anzrm k>m mim t krakt arm 
zrkm M k mff gft mr mmrft t i fmk armim, ks III mi 
wnrnr ak^ T3ijk 5 RI mzT mm ^r fkm mim 11 

akc| d gJl'i k kmR 

10. anermP mm fkm t kr ak^ wrimk sra mmkar kklkn 

fkem afk kmg ^ k arrankm mmk k km kr# mmm aim mk t i 
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^cHT ^ 'w ^ ■'in t ^ If? 

'f? iHsi^Pi^, ^ ?tsn jRtn, wik 
RPI^J^M, ift ftWT rI81T ^ tft'P I 

3TT^^ ^ ^TcTT ^ '^f acD'fltpl ^ qiPif^cp ^ yrtcRSirRft^ 

^ t I '34'»llcRn ^=ff W TRfm WR ^ ^ f I 

11. an^^ ijgj ^ 'HiHM OTiftwT ^ ^ 1^ FT <^iMiR'!fi/!iHf3si7diaft % 

iTc?T5T 'OT ^ ararar aPT^ ^t I an^^ 

•ctiMpriff SRT %5t ^ gsTPit TTPatT JiHrartidiarf ^ M t I 'wft 

’En% ^ 'SPTR’ ararar aiiiiiRid ^ ^ 

FT ^ wrt Tjgj ft d i HM vi^itr<wi ^ ^ ^ 11 

Tnfgm?i1t gRT Rm 

12. Mred^W RaiHI'dcfl gJT PTER 2(^) 'ET’TT^ WIT^ ^ f^^n^RR 
^RcTT t:- 

'irgT ^ 13?n^ Rt iTRcT # TTTftcT ^ ^ Rm ^f RlftR ^ F JRTR % 

RWT aMcTT RITFT ft aiajcTT ^ ^ anim ^T EJR aik Fg Rt SMif^ 

F TRF ^ RHTH ^ ft kftR RR^ ft^TFTk RT^ ^ RFT F^att ^ 
f^p^RT ftcift TJRTtt ft l" 

13. kRT RcR^ ^ fcHJ Rx^cJ R#fT gRT RFtM RRF? RI% RFT 

3TkFT-gR Ft gRIRT FTT g? ' ^IF 

ift RfT RTRT t‘ t I d^[RR, RF^aft '^cF a?RiT g>t Rf f^R^f ft ^ l Ri ftR 
RcRg Ft HR*1lf^d Rjill RRT f I ft ail^qcp ^ glRT f%RT vsifi gRT 
RRirfer RTR afk ’^T tiPT.-Rur. tjr ^ araigr R?f % PmtR t d rir rrir 
F g t I amriRF ^ a?ik Pi^dHt 4 ft RTr f rirt ftnir 1RR^ 5RT 
3TTRlf%R RTcT Rf^ RRlf^ F t I <Mtfo)<fl ^ afF fk % R? 

RRTTg ^Rf#R ^jR^ ^ PT^ Rff t I RF RRRR RR ft ^cft^ 
^JR^^ kRR f 1k% EftR ^ RPI % ft RTRT RTRT f RRtftj FT 

R?qTR f Rft ftfoTR RIRTftRT RR RRTRPiRT ft?tRRTR f afk FT^ Rtf 
RSTT RRtR Rft t I Rf^ RTRRT ^ f ft RF Rff RTgT RT RR5RT t ff> RTR 
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9cnf^ if ^ SRT ailillRld 

ftK»T, ^ ^ ^ '»ft vsipn 'jfrar t', f^^iKisild ■^r 

f^FT t I 

14. iRT w f^wRf#T wnfer srraH ^ ^mpT 11 

ddlRHc^l ^f cisIF>f^ Std^ ^ itxd'M'WM d^lHdt ift aid? ?ra>dT 

t 11%g, dd i f^^ ^r aid? #r ^ ^Ru i H'W^ dT?dftd> ft^radraif ^ ?NFJr 
aid?^ ^idd 'HHi4l'dd ar^rfed ^ 11 d^datn dc^ 

t, d l H I ’^ ’Jed, Rrafd d?idd ddT Wd dlf^ ^ Pltlk«l ^ 
?rTf^ R<^id1' ^ ?i^ ^ ar^d I ^ % 6(i) '^t dT?dd '^f dT?dftd> 
fcr^radrart 4 aid? ^ dddd ?idT^ dftdd dHliii'dd ^ Middl'd 1^ ddT tl 
addidd? ^ didT ?id^ ?nw % ^ ft5^ dfidd aid? ^ drar d^ 
%dT t I ??T^ aFtTdT, ^ 'ddl4l«H ^ dIdT dldl'd did '^T ^deT #d ^ 
ddddd? dRT %dT ^ ?Td5dT t I #d ^ ift ddUd^P 
- M | R | 4> 1 ^ d^ ddjd? d^ ^ t aid: ^ d^ 'HHIdl'dd ajIdglRd? d^ tl 

15. dd^Tdd dlt dt dTfd ftd? dnt ^ did dF 3Idf^ cfR d? Rradt dndT 
t f% iftd ^ ai l d i fr i d ddlTd aft? ^RcJ ddfld 51?! dddfel dddd t dtt 
aid? dtf t, tpqci crciif^il t ddiq>f«Id aid? dt t>l•??>'( 1 5 iciiR> dft d? 
did dndl t ft? aildlRld ddlld d1%dT <Wl(^<£l ^ t erf^ <Wlf^(il 
t i?T aid? ^ andiftid ddi d^ ddnd ftdd 2 (d) ^ airad ^ ’ftd? dJit 
fipd ddlTd dtf tl ?Id5dT t I dF deelQ d5?dT ift ?idd t ddlf^ t 
aid? tidT it dcMIdd) ^ dtd WllddlRldi Rl4d dtf ttdT t I fd 
^dOd ^ 4'nd>yu | d?# f^RldW ^ did MFd dddd t aiddld^ ddlf^ 
aid? d? aiTdlRd 1^f$Fd flti t ddl t I aid:, ftft’d tdi ^ 
■Jjjtd ddfldd elTdd dd) ?IdTd t I 

16. dd?idd ^ dtd^T? dRpidJ Wd-dR'dldt ^ ddlaplM Mll^IdJl^l dd PMd t 
ft? ■eRcJ d#d dl?r ddirftd diet dd?Idd ftddldeft ^ aim ^ ’ftd? #d 
^ aildiftd die! ^ ?IdTd ddlTd t I 
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[' m 1 ] _ 

TT. 

17. ■pm 2(73) ^ 7}^ ^tTr cpI f^FTTJHR iRHlf^d 1%7n W t:- 

(^) m mwi wm ucw ^ l^nh sfN' mfim f^ir^ 

5# mt^mw ^ wft # i srmr ^ cM # t 

I uP 7 g 5 T 777 ^/ 1 ^ UTWr ^ i> ^ ^cWf ^ .ffJTJ /^7777 

f^jf^ ^ i mt ^ ^i<i^ 

'vf^ ^ Pi'^cf>1 3fsm srnrn^ % 77 ^ ^ ^ smm ^ utt^ wt 
smmm ft w(f^ ^ ht^ m ^ ff ffwr ^ mf 
■ft I' 

'i 4 ? 

’TT^=17t^ cTPr? vTT^ m 371^1^ 4o cj^TtlVIH ci>#71H T57^ ^ 

TJpR: ^ ^ cfrTRT I fTT 3n^^ % TttTTT ?7T ^ kJcbHId 

■■3rqK57 753 ^ 7^ cPT ftniT t I W^t(7<1WI SmiWm ^ ITT 7T8Zr cfTT 

'iff Til^ ^ ftTTn t fcp 37TCRCP ITITTI ff ITT ^731^ TfTT '3dfK<*' tl 

•oTra ^ TTi iff f^tfer 'T^ f3TT t % ^ ff ^ affr ■iff ■'flr^ t I 

ITT^ H^d^iT irf^^ m Mtj t ftj 3TT^^ TTedTfsff Tlf^ ^ JRffuRT^ 
Ei^, 73?fm f I 

18. arrif^ f ^ 1%tit % #=7 ik-^MR 3i^czm7siT cnm ^ t i ftrrff 

iff ^ ^ #17 cPt fcRTpT ’pTjtgrp Jff^, Tlirr TTSTT ij^cTlidid Smfl ^ IR’ 
wm arafczrcReTT tpt cppf 51 ^ ftRn t 1 iraifti #=7 xjg=fRrT 7ff& ft 
ITT TlTd ^ TTITO |3TT an f?! TRTTI f^TRT 11, 2016 IRI TJ^TTr'rf. 

grr irfm m TT^rff f i ^ gff ftw ff fTrtfn arrafiT 

TTETI 3T>TffcPI ^ ■ffT’-'iinvjTR STsfcJig^ ctTcTT ^ W t | ■^jMfTt TTEI 

, Tim aiHffcpi f?f^ mPTiT Tfron ^ f i tttttt ft iff Ptf^tn 3nf§rg>rff ff 
■#! gif ffT'-gfgnr arsfsrarm grcrr ^ hht t 1 ffrf^ inf^rgTrff ff f^gfg5 


306512. 
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31 2002 ^ ^ fcpjiir c[5t oUld^lRct) ^ ^ 

«tM ^ ST^^TcRSTT WT ^ HPTT t I 4 2002 ^ 

efT^ ■Jft ^ #^1 ik-^TviK 3 t4sIcR?JT ^ 

^ t i 3T^ ^ 5RT ^ ik-^TviK 3T25o!JclW 

tf5T ^ ^ 3Tkk cTSTT 3Tfkto ’cfH ^ 3k^ 

^kkr if ■k-wMR 3 ts}c:icr?jt ^ ^ t i 

19. STeTM, ^kc| IjkTT ^ 3ikl'a t % JJi^Tl'^cJIdl aH'^Wcp 

^ ^ fcpZTT fip ^ ^ ^T3TR STsSoUd-faiT ^ ^ f^ ’ETlflT 'knfti 

I mfepr^t iRT 3TRI utM ^ 1%^ w t I ki?T ^ ^ 

cfRcTT t % PldHIcIrfl ^ OTcfypI t ^ Pldldcfj ^TuTR 3T0o!icRSIT 

^ ^ ^ wmkkr 'HcbKieH^j ^ arrsTR tt ^ t i 

^r Tfif^rakt % ^ ck cbMPidl’ ck ^ krr ^ t I ^ ^ 
^ kk ^ kifSlcT 5RT ftRJT ^SfRO skf^ t 1 ftjg, #4'k 1%kt 

iff i3?TT^ % kn ^ ^ kRTT t 3ik i^tfUkT kf^mkt Pi4Hicicfl 
cFJ ar^g 1 k kr 8 kf gff m wgr t I 

3T TgT?rck k gk 

20. ^rj^d^ ! ci l d l fkrfcRk ^ ^ fciRJT fcf^ k giRR R^RTcRSTT ci)c|^K fkn 

uTR I 'd'gk 3Tkf g? ift gRIT (chdl fk ^ nkf k kdRR 
gsfrflRT WTRR RsJwdw giRT #?Ri kr t % ^ RRrm 

krks fkck rstctt krkr fkkf ^ f kt ^ 

kcft t, (^) ijk ff kkrf sksrarar arf^ra? f, (it) ^ kt kkff fi 
fk TT arfgikf k ST^RR ggk fkR t, k) 5kkki^, ®Ti?kk, TikkniT 
skaRRJT 3Tfkp wfrlPlk kl t cKllfch kff ^ vidlKd RFIrT ^RT ^ tl 

Rrf kfkt gRT wg 

21. k-gMR 3Ta}cgq^«n mk kfi k gik arraraf k k4g ^ TicRRfsJf Rikt 
if miHM' ijeg gg kgkR diddfik fkmrakt k arjgg I k kniFP 7 
ggr 8 k ar^RR fcRm RRfi kn t I 


[ 'W] 1 ] 
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22. 5nf?m5T^ ^ t % ^ c|ft 1^ 3lf^ ^ f^Tfrffer 'OT cTan 

^r htJtr arrar t i xf^r ^ ift vJcMKcb ^ ^ ^ t % 
^luTR aisJczjcRgiT ^ ^ jRH ^ 1 MRR^fci'yl ^r 
f^lf^ if ^ t f^!|7 dM'iltW PlW<J^ i> 3T5#g I ^ ^ 8 ^ 
fcFrm 3fk cTF PfiJHicic^l ^ arj^g I ^ ^ 7 ^ aig^ 

cfji^cirl arnt t i ^ ^ arg^iR ^ ^ rrtr ’Jcr gn 

Pinf^Rsid if ^ fcF)^ aimR w fctrin ^ 7R5?fT 

(^) ^TRTR ar^fo^cRsjT cn^ cffR^ ^ ^ 

(^) 1%^ srrtjTT? arsffcZTcRsjT cn^ cffR^ ^ if 4R<*>f^d 

(^) iTNcf RfIcT 3T^f ^ ^ fip# ^ cfRfR ^ ^ 

(^t) ■STRrf if cTR^ ^ -qairRm cHR TRRff^ 

17 ^ ?rr1ircr 

(^.) ^ cTRd^ ^ g5tw f^RT^ Rsit^R cWH ^Rf^ ^ll(i|d 

^ ^3Rm -ddl4lvdd ftnn TRIT ^ I 

23. 3TT^I^ ^ SfT % ’iTRcT ^ fcT^ ^ ^ STFim W RRTRT 

^ Rraf^ ^ jraRjpnsiJ 1%^ ^dHid? w fcraR f%7jT ^ i 3niRcf> 

if ■’fRrf ^ adJIdd cTlRcT ^ 3)|chcHd '^f ^,c[^t STFim ^^tRcT W 3TrmR^ 

WTTRi ^ ^ arqir ’drir ^ ^ d«Jr t f^RT^ ft#, rrtrt ?t8jt 

y^IRHpIcb ^ ?TajT ^refrftR cTTH ?lTftcf ftRJ ^ ^ ftftcR RRRftpf 
ftRn W I WTrS a^c^-d'lcildl 3)ldld<t> 3lift> STmi^ W RSTtftR #ERTc|f 
C^ ^ if -Jjc^ # #Rif TR ftr[R ftiTf ^ TR ^'cRRT f#qT t I 

24. Rftcf?# cfR^ t ft^ 3n#c[5 % ^TRR ar^sraRSTT cr# #fR araife 

^ RTW JRH ftRIT t I fR^rR^RTT aTRIct# dft 

cfJT 'li'S'l ft)ill ^ affR f%#d ft)iJI ^ ft) i^cf) #4 ^S^jftld HTfuTR SJ^SJcRKn 

CURT ^ ^ t ^#ir ^ STRI ifRTR aTsScilcl-WT cfTct cfRfR ^ 

m ^jSTRT Wr RRTFR ^ RTCT JRH ^ ftRH t I 

HRR^fdiff if RftcDRt % ddN vji^iq ^ feR RR?f if dlWd if ^ #W 
TR fttTR wr )jnRRi ijRi ^ 3RfftR ftratRT ft^n t ftRft #) 
RSrfftRT RTR Hlftld ^ItRTR d)# ^ ftpj ftftcRT TRRTRRT ft^n t afR IT? 
3RToff RRT ^ tRP Pfddidc^l ^ arj# I ^ ^?if ^ arjTfR ft^n 
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^ t I ^ Wg>R, ^ 3Fff^ *** w 

, fW wm t I 

25. ^ 5Tm ^Tfgcl % 3TFM? ^ ^SIT 

3TT^3T7^T^ gra JR^tT rHl^clK 3?7g5^ ^ 3ITEIR W f^gfcT WTT 

^ I 3TTcIgcf> % gM fcpITF 2IT 1% gRt f^ ^ 'fft^cTR 

artcfj# iiRff wnrxj vtj airro ?nPrcf ^ t wrf^ t arrjjra 3?%^ 
'iltHRjpgi g^fciRTjff ^ ?T?^ gem; m; t I arr^Rm % gmr 1% t ammr 
3T?FT-3mFT #HRJc^' mftgRR 39207111, 39207119, 39207129, 

' 39209929 3fR 48064090 ^ rmg g?m; m; t I SU^tgeP % amt g? ’ft 
grgr fepm 1% gimm 3Rg ft?fi ft fi; smrra ^ 3Rg mftmmr ft emg 
ft ft; mm; m; t i 

26. mmTTg m^rRgRTT 31RJIdcp gRT 3TTcRm ft gift ft gft^ fmR gft fftgT mg 

t I fftmft ft tmrpRg ammrm gRi mfg gnrnprft ft ftftcrf&g ftm t fft ft 
mmg t 3 ?R garralrcftftg fftfftm ftIftRjcm mftgRft ft gmt fq mnq m; 
t I ^gftmr gftmm fftftft gftmr gg fftgftmr ftftr^cm ciftcpyui. ^o 
392071 3ik 3Rg fttm^gm mrftft ft gem; m; arrmeft gft gftftR grnft ft 
grg ftft-gR ammr artg^gf ft amrR m? femn ggr t I afRier ammr gftmr 
26.43 go/fft.m. (0.58 3RT.t5T./fft.m.) agft t I ftel^ftg gift, TTfft ftft, 
mftgm, mfft gift, tm ggrft gag mm tsftf ft ftgg ft gRr 

gigr fftq gq gftgg ggrftrmftf m fftgR fftm mrft ft gig gg^^Rmei fftftg 
gftgg *** giD/fft.'m.( *** arg.tgT./fft.m.) anft t i 

g. mgg gif^R 

mfftggft ftm gReTT t fft TlTgmr tjeg ggl fftftieT gftgel ft fttg folgT qg5 

tftfteT fgmr ftftt mflq i am: mfftggft ft TmTiRT tjpg ggr fftgfti gftgei 
gg fftgftRT gjRQRmTel RR m fftRg t I WlFg fgg ggl fftftel gftgg 

ftftf ^ qft ^ afgfft ft ftrq t I 'mfftggft gm m fftgR 

gRgr t fft gft g^ pr-TT qm tafftg fcmi t i ijtr ggi fftmiR ft fftftfftei 


27. 




[tnni—1]- 
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"JITfTF^T ’Jf?! cTSJT f^Rlf?! ^ ^ ^Tl^ ’Tlf^ ^ ftgknT . 

t tjfr ***^/fe7n.( *** aPT.^./f^.Tn.) t f^racr 
^ 369% 3TRft t I 

xf. >3?jtn tj>t ^ arfcT 

arram 3ik wtwr 1%^ 

28. fcff5FT ^ ^ Tirfer wrJTrat ^ aik anwf ^t ^5^ ctsjt 

^ CTSJT mcT ^ 3Tra% ^ ^ ■nt cirfem ^ ^ t- 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

^■■er 31^ 

arRM qi^i (^.'ct) 






88 

171 

237 

508 

GTFTRT 

229 

500 

448 

692 

arpjT^ ^ xil-i chi ftwHi % 

38,7 

34.17 


73.37 

fFT/^ffcT (^.'6^) 

2011 

2333 

2159 


’tkcflii fio ^f 4k( 
df^TT % 

4.40 

7.32, 

10.99 

19.28 


4.55 

7.92 

11.86 

20.67 


^) ^ ITRT WRTT t % ^ 3TFn^ 3raf?r ^ ^tWT ^TFBT 

^ aik ■JTRff aiTWr, ’ttw ^t ^<^-1 afk ’tr?t ^f m?T ^ 

■■jf^ ft t I 


^) ^ ^ afTzncrf ^ «?Rcr ^ ^ 5 ?h arFTKTir ^ 

^ ^ ft t ^ 39% '<^ gcT=TT ^i arcrf^r ^ ^kpr 73 % tr tp^ i 

q) ^ qpf.qiq. % afFTRfi ^ ')TR?i q ^’qiq-T ^ ^ ^ ft t 

4 . 55 % ( 2001 - 02 ) ^ el^q>7 20.67% (2004-05) ft ’WT I 


Tj) -nf: i "il'l 'Tq. '8 f? 'jnj.p?ff 1^ ft'l kcT»f f ffe ft e 4.40'/ ■■1 

el^cin 3tcrf& ^t 19.28%. ft ^ I 
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^ w fiffer t % 3irin?ff i 

arRmft ^ 

29. Prac3 cRjc?t cpT f%ElknT fe?r cf^TH^, cfj^ cMT 

^55, l^'M^lvdci cT8TT ch4|!^H 3jk W ^STT 
^ 'W t I 3irin?ff cFflTf^ ^ f%#7CT iTr% aiW 

#3ntq[^ 35TTO cTSTT Wi ^% w? aft? arraif^ 

W fcTm? -00% ^ ?K t I fcff^FT ctilHd'f ^ 

■=frEt ^ -nt dif^chi ^ 'TOT t: 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

^t( 3?df& 

Pidtd cf,^*^d 

(^/%.^,) 

64.51 

94.76 

. . 

30.36 

26.43 

fi^ycl i|^ 



67.96 

12.94 

3llilld1 g>f ^Hd 

(^/ftniT.) 

84.06 

123.47 

38.02 

31.77 

RWc) i|^ 


(46.89) 


12.94 


100 

98 

81 

83 


100 

15 

142 

158 

cmm ydJIdd (^'fd) 

100 

95 

97 

96 


30. ^ '^frS fcfnjT uTM t' 1%: 

^) #3 ^ iTHcT ^ 1^Rrt?T ^ w?ft P'lvicid snt t; 

^) ^ft3TTfT?Rj cfjt^ if Plyidd C^ #3 aTRTT^ 

^ ^f%^ #ilcT if ’ll W?>t RKIcie 3nt t; 
tt) #=t ^ arraraf ^ ^#0 g>f f%cra fisiit cRjcft ^ 

Wl7t gpr ^ t f^xHcfi L|RuiHx!dxh4 ^ w?^ cbcf l^ ff t I 
■d) STT^ncff g?f ^ WTW7 ^ g>f <j^lHd')' ^ srrt t I 
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'IRtT ^ TFsm : 
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^ RRd % fcU vltil'l 'R Mlfcid 311^)101 ^ jr*M 

^ t I 

HlfPT ^gft 3nf^ 

31. ^ Trf difcichi smcTT, «draT viM^iVi ^arr Rf^^i 

t- 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

uiid ipff^ 

«Tii?n (’ft.s'd) 

3600 

3600 

3600 

3600 

^dldd (^.'CT) 

1945 

2156 

2000 

2456 

'fni^ (%) 

54.04 

59.89 

55.55 

68.22 

■Eix'cf RR’iif (^.'CT) 

1783 

1833 

1711 

1941 


298 

330 

347 

653 


2011 

2333 

2159 

2633 

dtd if ■STRIR f^Rtl (%) 

88.64 

78.58 

79.26 

73.72 


^ ^ t f^i- 

\ f 

^) igf^ HifrfT ^ 3Rf5r ^ottt ^ rwt 26% ^ 

^5% ft ^ ft vRjfr^ ^ JiRiar MR'nH'W'Wq ft t i 

^) BT?rT% ^Td=T Tf cfWT 26%''gfr cit ^ ^ 

3TfTO ^ ^ ft I RM' ^i ^ RWT 9% ^ ftl 

tt) gralR) ’TF ^r eiWT 31% ctt ^ ft(3it7 ^dlld^ ^f ^ ’Tm ^ 
■^r ifr grtT 7^) firf^^ ^t 9% ^ tt ^ ft i ^ 

^r ft ^ ^ arffiq sppft RR^dl ^t t I BidifiP vidJidd 

^ ffe ^ ft t tfR5^ M}^ ^t 3jf^r^ wj ^ Rdttf it ^ ^ 

WRT ft t I 

32. EI^, ^3^ ^ ^?rft ^ t:- 
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2002-03 

2003-04 

cjliq a^c|■R^ 


512 

376 

367 

308 


376 

367 

308 

170 


444 

372 

338 

239 


33. w wpsfR firm aik ’rm ^ cm rnmn flr^rr ^ 

arrBt ^ Pthi^-hk %:- 


7, f^^=JTT 

L 

2001-02 


2003-04 

cjliq 3^■cri?^ 


88.64 



73.72 

-41^ cm 

4.40 

7.32 

10.99 

19.28 




^ ^ mrm t % 'HRcr if TR ^ ^ ^ ■EI^ ;3?Jk ^ wmTR fikt if 
Ri'liiie ant t i sidiRh Rf^'ij'l' if ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cTSTT JTFT if g5Jl ^ I 4Ru|HW'hM 

^JSlkT if cnW7 f^TTIT aTPTTcff clft TjT? ^ W I 


3^1. ■q^ qrmr? if qra ^ Rfsfi'qt ^ qk| w^t ^ srfSm ifkr 

'Wvikt ^ qqrr w ^ f- 


^4tfiq (cfR3 ^o) 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

^ arqflr 






fcf dl^ 

-100 

367 


-2268 

;rf?i 

-100 

358 


-2090 

cZ^ld xr^ (^'i ij^4 dl'H 

100 

119 

-357 

-325 


q? ^ mrm t % w ^ fkr q^, q#q c^t grRmf ^ ^ arafSt 
^ ^fqq RrcR w?fft ^ ^ # t I 
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35. 5RT ^ ^ aft? Ji1% vJcmi^ ^ Pihi^-hr t:- 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

«ira arqft 

qqt<j^1 (<Hra w) 

100 

98 

95 

123 

qfef •!j;Pie vjeqKH H'’I<j?1 

100 

88 

93 

97 

- ?!0/ftjqT. 






36. ?TW^ W ^ 1^ c5*^Tt|Rjff ^ g5T fjpik ?f^ W ^ ^ 

Hy|<^Rifi(?fmcT cni?r ^ at^^ ^ at^qra ^ ^ ^ ^ cim 

Hvd^R^l' q5t ^?HT ^ Tnn t: 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

vjlh aiqft 

q5*fqiRq1 qft 'H'Mf 

100 

68 

76 

83 


^ ^ ft t etf^ cr?i eft t ctftjq 

^ qrar eTsjT 'ft^'iK ^f PKicte an^ t, ^t-Hif^ ^ ^ ■qf ?tT?Dft.^ 
^ qn ?f^: 


37. f3ft f¥t?T w anq q5t qqqr ?fctt^ fWi q? ?r 4 qt aft? 

q? Siq? ?nq q? I^qi? w^ fq qft qf •# qfl 'M q?rf^ 

q^ t: 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

arm atqft 

erm# q# liv^l (Hi'a ❖o) 

100 

85 

91 

87 

^|U1 k^ci (pyi 1^4 dl^ 

100 

119 

-357 

-325 

(cn^ ?io) 





ijvft q? anq(9’c). 

100 

140 

“391 

-375 


q?^ qnqr t ft’ qtqft^ ermf q^ ^ ^ Pt?wri q?it^ q^ t ctftsq sim 
qq qj? ?nq ^r aicqft^f? ftrqqq ^ t t ??i^ qRuiH'W'W emt q^ 
ijoft q? anq ^r ?q ?ftqT qq^ qgq ftqtqq an# t ft? q? qq’ ?Tqq?Rqq5 
f^jft q5t ^eHT ^ qqq?Rqq’ #t q# I ' 
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38. MTf IR jmmi 317^^ t 3ik ^• 

fera<iTH 7?^ v5?qK ^ »tff t I SWf! ^ 

Tmcn % ^ M;7 dt jRtrjjt tjrn? inflf mf ‘g^t ^swjh 

f^TEjff^^^ 1 STf% araHt#?f*f tj^ 73^ ^ gft ’frtf 4t 
nf ^ ^?rft Tnf t 


(^ >«)) 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003t04 



-100 

307 

-2436 

-2268 

—. J — - - -- -_ 

100 

2547 

-11304 

-10930 


■ziF ^ vsfrar t ^ c7m stf^ 3iFf?r ^ 

icr?j zi5T^ Pt? ’T'711% 3r Fif%zff ^ 5 fp=ri gj? ^ 11 

oTTFf 4 f^RraF ^ g5RW 9jrm ^ gWf ^ 

Ifejt i#Hcil Tt an# PT^rae 11 

39. RTO FTeT fcT? Tjsim f# t tJNTiI^ ^ 

n# WRft % ftflW fW:- 


__ 

200142 

2002-03 

2003-04 

ari'n arnflr 

ttf4 4>4Fr^ 'swrdd 
(4t.Fn) 

100.00 

162.89 

134.91 

151.89 


^aratn 73?qK^ 4 n#t wn nfetfeF ^ t f?r 
^fccHfed ^'I'olHIK ^ ^ ^d4 K d ’TFT an I ft5g, <cSd71dn>dI 

Wf5t Wn F cFd l I^RIFF snf t 'il'dlfSh 

3na5#t ^ #r?n t i 


ffe;- te5t nrar, Fan nm 4 FnjRRnn> ^ f# t i f4>^ 1^ 

nftnFf, niFT, nn>TR 1%#, Frm, Trar? 4 ^ f# t 
3iR343n# FFTRiFW # t I ^34 mFT nan ffiiff 4 ^ranFFm? ^ ^ 
nin^ f4a4 ^;Fnf 4 d ni Kld^ch ^ F^^FFitn sm 5i% 14nc7 t4n4 

ZRJ# 4 Pricif nn nftunn t | f|# nftncft 4 Pwdd 4 f4c|, ■F?4n 
nrm, fftf fftf afR STRaftanf nr qR i fo t ffnra w 11 


40. 
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41. ^ ^ W^!- f?T ^ ^ ?lf^ ^ ^ t 

3<t7 ^3^ ^ SRIT ^ ^ ftniT t I 311^^ % ^ 

ftRTT ft) ^3^ ftnj 'joft ft^ 9)^ ^»ftH ^ I 

'jaVl ^ qiof) gift ^ 3ll4)iqc{)'l ^ 

42. ^) ararra'ci) irt w fp# ftwr w t ft) ■q^ tgji^Ri) Bcmqt 

^ siPi ^ I qrq qRTi ftRir vtraT % qicr qSt Hi'i 4 

fto^ q)f q?r^ ^ ftRTTe WRft ^ t I ^ 3ftq> Hft-wim i3anq t qft 
ft)^ gjm ^ ^ ftrtf ^1175)? ^n*ft stur t i aiTRft srasriw ^ 

^r s T Ri i a q) ^ H5^, 2004 ^r ^ra^iftra 'jft ^^tftqr ^ % ^rq? 

wraq ^ WM ftm t ftrfft w w t 

^ ulrnFqqt qviF^ w ^ oToiafR PNide ampft i 

jnft^ g^cTT t ft? arft^ q)t grft^ ftM 4 ift 
■Nsaiftt ^ 5fftwqf q?T v3c^^ t I ft?^, qf fts ft^n ^irat t ^<i)f^4) 
i3cqftf % Mfcfwqf f^' s3d\q ^ ^ qf q^qr t I sjftq^ q)t qrftq? 
fttfrd 3lk 3iraia4) ^ qft ^ ift q? ftjqr qum t ^chR^jcb i3cqiq 
q)4 q?iq?f ftqRftft qanq ^ Hft-wqi q?# ^ 11 ft?^ q? 
ftrqr qnqr t ft? ftq<? ^ q^ ^ qjft-ft^qqq ^q)f^tq) ^ 
^ ulr Rq ql ^ qiq^^ wq5t ^ an 1 viaJWH ^ sift sraft ^ 
^tqq q^qq ftqqq an^ t qiqft? qrftci snqftf ^ aikqq^ ^ 
qiftq aiftftf SRi qn^f^t qfftq ft 11 

^) ftqnftft qqnq i^q? tsiq? qqnq 11 

qrgq^jqrar anqiq % 'Srqr fW t ft? ^oitftq fWi qq? qqq? qq t afft 
ftqqaiftt qqnqq aik qft ^i ftqqq an ^ t i anqid* % ^q 
^ mftcti R bal iRi qqqisi qjqf n# ftqqsnft qaft ftift qn ift wcn 
ftqr t I 


mftqq^ qqqicn t ft? q? g?r ftvjqr qifq ftcjcH amnq t i ^q ftM 
fcRq ntn ^nft l^rqqs qqrtf n# t qraft? nrqr ^i ntn ^ sift aiqft ^ 
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c;?l14 ^ ^ 'tilled sidNI fFTT ^ I 5'acp ^cilcii, 3TT^^ 

^ 4 qW ^Rn ^ t 3jk 3ra c(F ?Ti%3fr ^ ^ ^ t 

^ aiFirefr ^ emr ^ ^ t i ■^if^ iif rrt 

ftj ■JiF wiK 13ik ^ Rm ^ # 

It ^ ^ t PKicie c^ jrg^ ^>rr ^rIRt ^ 

itRn 11 

i^) siRRrat % ^ ftjzn t % amnfcRT tr ^ ^ ^rferr <wilci<fl 

t ^ ^>RR ?t flf^ ■'Ttf ^ Str 31WT-3 TcTtt 

iggjf^ ^ 11 

wrara^ ^ ^ ^ijcR 13nt^ t ^ t fe- 

(i) ^ aiTilRI ■ElfelT <Wlfclc51 ^ ^ t; 

(ii) aiTOif^ wiK % ^ afRfm %t m ;rft^ ;mm 

W t I Hr^Tl'(<ldl ail'llldtb t ■RR 5 ?T ?T?r gJI ^ fW t % 

tl^ vjeji'l ^ cpmfl f^f^RT 3r^ qdlfcHc^l cfT^ RTR ^ ^ t I 
RHRT ^ ^ t ^ 3TcrmT gtt ^PRR ^ t nifer 
airam t 'Ei^, ^ cRj# t f^RicR ant t I 

■q^ qdW ^ qWr w ^nfer aiFrRff ^ aRl^cT jrft f^fer t 
aik fqt aiRifcid wnq qft ^ gtt wi dtf t 

(iii) <wi(^<?l t aRR qtqq qqrakR ^ krr iRq t kRi^ f^ ^ i> 
qqnqg> qqr aiR ^r8R5k % r? akw t t qkj 
q?itq ^ gWf k ^cRT ^ ;RkRT^ RRT ^sft q^RtuR Wi 

(iv) aiRif^ wiR % 5Rjr^ ^ ciWf TR wg 

w t ^idi(^ aiRRrt ^ aitqq ^ ^[?rt tkrft wlk^ ^ 
wnq ^ qqq t qk| qsfR ^ k# gtPR ^ ^ aiRft t erf^ 
gtqq wit arf^ 11 






1] 
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^ t cwifci<?l ^r aicfr ^ 'll? Hdci<^ ^ t 
WIT? an^Tilcra wr? ?5t wr t I stcTTcit, 

WR ^ ft5?T ??! t, WIR ^ Cbi4f5|ii||<^ ^f dl-Wd ^T f^RlW 
ant t I sicTtf^ ?F WTT v3trai t 3n?Tf%? wn? ■gfem <wif^<S 
t ?F t wit? ?5t ?TytR 3n?mf 

^ BTf% t I 




43. ??ir ^ ^ ?Tfea 3n?Rt ^ ?raT ^ w? ^ ^ aik ?r? ^ ?Tei 

^ 3n?Rfi, wn?? w? ?i? ?ft ^ -^r wrft ^ f| t i ^fkimRERw, 
wfi? ^ ?RtR ^ w[>t Pkm? arr^ t i Rife? an?!?! gRi 

?5tw W WT^t yRl^d Jl?l? W t cKll'f^ 5? 3IT?Tcfr ?5t W? ^ W?5t 
?ft?cr t kR# MRuiiH^M'hM Wit? ?5t ct^Hdt W Wk 

??i? ??r t I ?kj wfr? ?Ri ?5t??t if ^ ?f Placid ?T?^j? ?5t?? 

gg srfitg? ^?g?T t PH^gt gfkiiH'M'S4 aiRrr? ?i?T ^ 

?i?iR fikt if #?r ?n^'TSi t I 

44. wf ?kj wit? ^ gg^-Pwi?? g? wn?! t ftgff ?t?t if ^ 

wn?? if ^ ?kj wit? ^ ?RrR tikr if Ptw, ?t^ if 
^ ^ gig^ ft# ^jc?f if ftra??, gft??ff if g?# Pkra?, arftgi ft#? 
^iPigf wi cim # l^ift kt ^ ^ Ptw?, ggi? ggif wit ?gwR??i wi 
'(Hg>KirHg> g5t fkift ?g> ijstt ftftgi w an? if Ptw? #?cff ?? w? 
R? ^ 5I?I?, yt'JinR if 'Hl^ftch WIT WRft ^ ^ pKig? ^ wftcl 

^ t fti wit? # giwftg> s# ft 11 

?icrtft> wnwi, «r?w w?t?, wii??5w, if 'tig>i'iic?g? ^?? • 

?#?T ??T t kftl? -eR^ wit? ^ ?T?IRf%# if ftrwj? afk ?TeI 
HdIcR if eRcJ wit? # ^ gf? ft#? ?Tft?t ^ Wft? ^ t ^ 
gi-wftch aft t I ^ ????, ?? ftR# ft?T ?ITW t fti wit? git 
??# gi-klfttb Bift ^ t I 


45. 
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chNUHcHcb 

46. ; ^ ^ g>t t CRIT 3T^ chKcbl g5t cR? ^ 

^ afcT ^ t I ^ITJn ^ %:- 

gj) ^ % anw:- ar^ '^r ^ arram ^ eft 

^ t aiarar f^rafe ^ffTper ar^rsTcrar arto? ^ t i ar^ ^ 
% #r ^ aiFlRff % ^ ;Rft?T ^ t I 

13 ) # ij^:- i^Tf w^zT ^ ;Rft?T 

■=T# ^ t ft’ ^ sift ft t I SHiftj -JIF ^ ft^ TRT 

t ft’ ftxlKHiilH WIK xpw X3^ t aik % 

Ijftrwrf ^ TFT t kft^F wiftchl^t Fft cPW t ftx ^ Icbl^ch vJFITF 
wft eftt araft(eiWT xjs’ ^ITS’) Fep ^ f afk ^ tspf^ wiftf Fft 
fcHT # F^ XJFITF ft kFF ^ FFFR f^lft ^1 fttt cllwftS’ ftkftF Ftf 
arrar t i arpiM, ^ Fft ^ wriftsp fftfi ^ t f^ftp? ff fm 
ft, w aiaiFT Ftf FF XJFITF ftSF’ FFITF t, F ft FRFF ^1 Tift t afk F ft 
FF FRftF FFFR ft # ftft ft t I FRFF ft FF ftftl ft fcRFTO 
aTRftftt FTFIR ft ftFF ft ^ FfF fftt ftftft ft aimiF FF ftJFT FFT t ft 
FRftF FIFIK ft fen> cIPJ Fft ft Fet’d! I 

F) FF ftFft:- OTF ft ftFft ft ftlt FFTFI FfftftF ftFTF ft Fft aTTFT t I 

Flft FFT ftpIftTFr FFnft ft ftFlfftF FF ftftl t, ftFlfft 

ftFFTF’ ft ftlF fftFT FFT ft ffttlFftF FFITF ftt FTF ft FRFF ft 
Ffftl%F ftft ft afk FFft FftF Fft ft?F ft fft ^IFF ft fteft ftt FFIF ft 
Fftj FftlF Fft Sifft ft ft I 

F) ufrRFFt ftt F?nft- FftlF Fft ftft FTcft Slfft ft fepr ^ff^TFlft aiFFT 
FTIFR FiftFFTFlF’ F^fftft FF Fftt ftt 'FTSF Flfftplft ft ftllTF ft Fftt FTTFT 
FFT ft I 





[^m—TSFgl]- 
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^.) jfWtt?ra5t ^r tTRci^;- srfcT aicrf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^isiH ^ ^ srrar t ^3ifr^ srfcr ^ i 


^f) ^3?iW ^ PiBTi^;- 3n^^ f^Rrt^ Pisn<?i f^Rme ^ 

3Trt tl WRT it STlt^P ^ ■»irai if ^ c^rff iT^ t 11^ 3(1^^ 
^ ^ ftvin t ^ qf^ t qrfei OTwi q7t;5qr5 ^ 
qiw if w ^ >3?iRi arama^ ^ 

qq 1 atcTM, qi?t 3n^c[q> % qrar %qT f^raM ^ qjRtq 

^ifrq qir q^taa £rtf% qsq wa «rtcr qifta srraRfr .qTt g^ % 
qnftq q>r qw q^q % 13ik f^t dtRia ^3?qi^ ^ dcr ^ airg^^rq 

^ wi ajorq-aicTq ad qq qrgjgr amm ^ f^rar ^ qq ^mm tl 
fqt dig it qTfSrqqd it g^, ^#q dt dit gidt dt^ d% gq aqgjdq 
qR^ ^gqg gdj vrgi'^d ^ # dqg qqqgqd q? tigiq fijgt t i 



y^qiicbdi:- g^ dt vscqiggqq it ^jgqgq it ^ 
^ t I 3ig: wqggqq it dq^g fiRigs g^ qraftq dt 
^ durat tpR^T M# dr ggdt i 


^ qjeRERnq 
q# d?r gq 


gqqoTRqgj dig g#g grdt grd gqw 


47. drt 3igf?r ^ #gq gdj -sdrq gj ^-fdqrgq did fiqdw d fifer 

diT t fd g^ gdl'q d fdsqrgq it dg^ ig d qrfeg angidi d gqgq 
gqtgg if Piqwe aid t i g? fdtqfdfeg d giftg dir %=- 

gj) aqgTcT gdid aft? qRdmgwr dg^ ^ d arrardt gtt gttqg d dg 
fdggg ant t fdgd gqqtt gttqg gvdd t I q^rer qRuiW'W'hM 
g^qrefrq git OTdt gWf d PdigigRi dt gieg dtqr q^r i 

^) g^ gdtq gm fidt gtdig d Pigge g^d d fqr gMt d cqq, qg>g 
qgn gsq ^ tdd?r qq atrg qq qfdfct qgig q^ t i 

n) gdj ^qfrq gro gdqdr d fdagg fiq? qqd d grgqjg angra gqd qd 11 
?qid qfdqtqqgqiq qFfer aqgrdf gd qrgr d ^ t i graffij gd^ 
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SRT f^RIcT^ ^ sft I 5^ 5R?I5f ^ MRuilH'M'h'J 

aTHTTcT JTraraff # ?rmcTR ^ ^ i 

■ET) ^ -HchKIc+lcb ^ Ejf^DTT'RWT ^ ^ 3TraTcff ^ 

^ ft I ITcEIST 'hd'M'W ^Mif^ ^ 

'irficT 3TTWt ^ ^ ft ^ if 

Pl^fctc; ant t I 

^.) 55Fjift #r 3ik eR^ vjiftn ^ fl# if MR»n*ti Rr^ra^ 

anif ^ TTjcRcTWT ^ ^ EJift eR^ ^iftn vi<<IKEt ^T8iT 

STEltTT vJM'MRi if gREt ^ ^TcIE^ STT^ft fts^ EfraT 4 ^ E^ff | 

et) ft# #E# if Rivicie ^ it)d'W'h4 ^ f^iftr ?Ef 71^ gidifti 
ft# Err^T if ^ Eft ft ##T ft# Ejp^ff if ftRra^ an nt i 

E^ eR^ e3#7t ^testr nfn if ^ aik ft# #Hdf if Rkra^ ^ 

eR^ EJlfm ^ nTE3TR f|?R ^ RrIcT^ 3TT ^it aHElTcft # #'TET 

if ## RRietct # aik armTEr if ^ Ett I eR^ e 3 #et 
ijftitjjd nErm n^i 

lET WR, ftr^ ftni wEn t ft> mftEf eR^e3#et # 

cnkrf#) srftr ft t i 

3r. 3Rt 

48. : EJEgER^IEn anilldcb' if Eint ftm ft> 3RIEH 2005 §<W4lf»tch #sn 

aift’ ^ ETRET # f^iftr Eg^ t I 3^: nr edE l Eil 

<ni'4ciitl nn 5 #et gjn ^ Tnft^ i ^ ^ ^ ^ ft^n Ernr t ft? 
RktftEr Rnc*T 3n#n5 ^ ^'^Enr^ nn E^ra eit nm t alk lEftftnj 

^ W tti^eRt^ cEE# nn fcraR aftftfET e# ftcTr t afR ^ 
aiEkf^ ^^RRETf^RT if nRET # E3ER # -k# f>7 I 
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I ;nf?m>r 5 t ^ ’fRimi t f^ v>rw RRiie ^ 1 3lk sn^ 

^ ^ eb l 'ilsIK ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t % ^1 w ^ t #? w 

^ ^ ^ t l 

5. ^3#fl f|?T cPm 3FJI gt 

49. 'mf^Tcm^ ^ g>?crT t % m<i^?ff ^ jmttsH 

^ arjf^ WTTR ^nsf%^7f irt 5TRcfr!T ^ ^rioft 5 # ^rtm cp^ 

^ t cn% ^Kcfl4 'iMR ^ TJ^ ^an Mirl-wyt ^ f^lf% 

i^H'WiPjd cift w ^ cifrf^ ^ ^ •HiHM flcT ^f ^ t I menM 
wiff ^ Wr ^ ^ ^ 3TRncr ftRft ’ft cr? sik 

wft wfrwraft ^ ^3?^ ^ift ir jpm af# i 

Z. 

50. >j^q1crcl IT? felxlK ep^ ^ ^ Xllticpixl P|«p 4 in 4§x|cll ^ fftp:- 

g?) TtRa ^ ■?rair ft?r ft w a?? fftqftr ’jp^t ft aft’RT 

IR 71TJT t I 

^) ^ ciiwfcicp dft ft 11 

Tj) ^ dft ft?^ ft?r ft ^kr aiRirat ^ ^^rr ft 11 

fft'pikft 

51. aft^ranft ftk WTT t % w ^ JTRH qft Tit sfk fft ^ ?sra>ift 
^ srf^RjJ^ f?p^ TRn 3fR ft'qftraft , sti-sjidcp) cT^n SR? fE^ ^isranft 
Eft f^r ^ ^ ffti? Erfti:^T 3TcRR trTT ft? ft Etr^, 5lf% ^ *KU||t*)ib 
ftftsft ft TI7 ■'{TEpRiRTEp vjiHcpift jrpt ^ I in^, ?ffftRRn wa cRn 

igftftT ftt ft sftft ft ftkr cPRU||c*icP ftftsr ftt PlElHNcft ft 
sTfw vTm jnftf ERTT 's’aEft Tj^ ^Rft ER gjk* ft?r ft fft^ spffftw 

ftk ^ 'M'PKIW'P MIS'! *ilfwH ftt 'tilfftcl fftjEJ Vjlft ft «liq 3jk EJ?' Plwpft 


2o6(at/o6-^ 
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^ fcp ^ straicft ^ cii-ki(^<i> 

dcT ^ t ^ t ^ srafir ^ ij^r ^ cran 

af^ tcp^r ^ 3PTf^ ^TTFi amR^ra? t i 

52. ara: ^ RTM cT2IT ^ ^ W ^ 

arrar^ tR RTcgit^f cttht arm^gg? ^fRW t aik 
Rhr>i'R?i g^ t I 

53. RTfSrcpT^ IM amR? TT aksTHRT f^nm ^ ■# 

rtRjrit^ rtcr RTf^H nan a# ^ g5^ g^ra? giftr gg arff^ 
?FTR gn% g5t kmfei gjgctr t kra% ^tfrg g^f ^ 
^ erf^ WRT gft gn ^ I ^ ^ gt crrfkgn ^ ggcR 9 ■# 

gkr ^ ggigg apffrtg epng gn% g^t R)4>iR?i g^ gn^ft 

t gff ^ ^ ^ ’jcT ^ arajgr gft ^ Pigllrid kg^ w ^ 

g')ft aTTgrgf w gwr? gikt ^ gicft ar^RjERT g^t gr^ ^ 
ggkt ?rgT i 

^gg? dif^gji 
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54. JTNf^rar wg-qRuiwI' srflr^jRra' ^ ^ q^^fra; RnRiRsd 

3Tq^ wpft;- 

(^) niRchi'^l ^ qRqWf ^ ^ ftarf&rqf sunRid 

’'h'idl % afR SiRq 'STTEf ii|Ru||*i if TT7 RqK Rjifi vjin><||; 

(^) trRtct w RiildchX 3fTJn?r35f, sfRdcR ^an 3i^ ^ 

5RT aiOT-aTH’T ^ t 3TT?Rr ^ ^ ^ 

^ g5t ?n^ ^ 40 f^ff ^ i^tcR 3rT^-3m% fctxrR tr^ct ^ i ^ 
3TRf ■qarajR ift ^ v3rm qRuiiql ^ Hcbi^n g>t ctt^ ^ 4o ^ 
aTtR-3Tq% fcRTR TR^ c|R ^Tc^; 

(^) iiiRitiT^I ■JjaTT-armjRKirj^ mfed #rt ^ aik 3fRr wtr gkni; 

(^) jnRwft 3rm^ ^ ^ferrar arf^ ^ qRoiiqi litw ^ wk 

g5kTTl 


T?:^. '+>Hl-l'3i, ^nfq4!Rt 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 3rd February, 2006 

Preliminary Findings 


^ubjef^t: Antidumping investigation involving import of Cellophane 
transparent Film exported from or originating in China PR 


1. No. 14/7/2005-DGAD.~ Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as 

I mended' in 1995 and thereafter and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and 
ibr Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 as amended (hereinafter referred 
to as the Anti Dumping Rules) thereof: 

2. Whereas M/s. Kesoram Rayon, unit of M/s. Kesoram Industries, Kolkatta, 
(hereinafter referred to as applicant) filed an application before the 
iDesignated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority), in 
accordance with the Customs Tariff Act and the AD Rules alleging 
dumping of Cellophane Transparent Film (herein after referred to as 
subject goods) originatmg in or exported from the People’s Republic of 
China (herein after referred to as “subject country” or China PR) and 
requested for initiation of Anti Dumping investigations for levy of anti 
dumping duties on the subject goods. 

3. And whereas, the Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted 
by the applicant on behalf of the domestic industry, issued a public notice 
dated 2 t ^ September 2005 published in the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of 
the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country in 
accordance with the Rule 6 of the Rules to determine the existence, 
degree and effect of alleged dumping and to recommend the amount of 
antidumping duty, which If levied would be adequate to remove the injury 
to the domestic industry. 

A. Procedure 

4. Procedure described below has been followed with regard to this 
investigation after issuance of the public notice notifying the initiation of 
the above investigations by the Authority. 






[^1—^qragl] 
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(i) The Designated Authority sent copies of initiation notification dated 27*^ 
September 2005 to the Embassy of the subject country in India, known 
exporters from the subject country, importers, users and the domestic 
industry as per the addresses made available by the applicants and 
requested them to make their views known in writing within 40 days of the 
date of initiation notification. 

(il) The Authority provided copies of the non-confidential version of the 
application to the known exporters and to the Embassy of China PR in 
accordance with Rule 6 supra. 

(iii) The Embassy of the People's Republic of China in India, was informed 
about the initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6 with a 
request to advise the exporters/producOrs from their country to respond to 
the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and 
questionnaire sent to the exporters was also sent to them, alongwith the 
names and addresses of the exporters. 

(iv) A questionnaire for according market economy treatment was 
fonvarded to all the known exporters and the Embassy of the Peoples' 
Republic of China. For the purpose of initiation, normal value had been 
based on the basis of price of exports from United Kingdom(UK) to India 
as appropriate estimate of normal value. In an alternate to the price from a 
market economy third country to India, applicant had also provided 
estimates of normal value in China as price payable in India in terms of 
Para 7 of Annexure I to the Rules. Subsequent to initiation^ the Authority 
informed the known exporters that the Authority proposed to examine the 
claim of the applicant of treating China as non market economy in the light 
of para (7) & (8) of Annexure-I of the Anti-Dumping Rules as amended. 
The concerned exporters / producers of the subject goods from China PR 
were therefore requested to furnish necessary information / sufficient 
evidence as mentioned in paragraph 8 of Annexure-I to enable the 
Designated Authority to consider whether market economy treatment 
could be granted to cooperating exporters / producers who could 
demonstrate that they satisfied the criteria stipulated in the said 
paragraph. 

(v) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit relevant information to the 
following known expoiters in China PR in accordance with Rule 6(4); 

1 ShangYu Cellophane Co. Ltd. 

Dasanjiao Development Zone, 

ShangYu City, Zhejiang Province, 

China. ZIP-312300 
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Yuyao Paper Mill 

NO.328 Jiang-Yuan Street, 

Yuyao City, Zhejiang, 

China- ZIP-315400 
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3 Weifang Henglian Cellophane Co. Ltd. 
409, Wolong East Street, 

Weifang, Shandong, 

China-ZIP-261031 


vi) In response to the above notification none of the exporter has 
rejsponded to the questionnaire. 

vii) Questionnaires were sent to following known importers and users of 
isubjejct goods in India calling for necessary information in accordance with 
Rule 16(4). 

> M/s Hindustan Lever Ltd 

> IWs Mahavir Spinning Mills Ltd 

> l^s R P J Packaging Pvt Ltd 
ui/s Phoenix Yule Limited 

> ^^s Indian Chemical Company 

> M/s C. Patel & Company 

> ^^s Harbanslai Malhotra & Sons Ltd 
^^s Zaibe Trading Co 

. > M/s The Paper Products Ltd 

> M/s G D Pharmaceuticals Ltd 

> M/s Choice Laboratories 

> M/s Kalya'n Confectionery Pvt Ltd 

> M/s. Reliance Industries Ltd. 

> M/s Kamal Bros 

> M/s Kwality Rotoprints 

> M/s Seth Chemical Works Pvt Ltd 

> M/s Tea Packars (India) Pvt Ltd 
M/s EZY Pack 

> M/s Threads (India) Limited 

> M/s Mysore Scents Company 

> M/s Phils Laminations 

> M/s Daga Printing & Packaging Industires 

> M/s Jyoti Coaters P Ltd 

> M/s Trend International 

viii) In response to above notification M/s Mukesh Paper Mart and M/s. 
Gulshan Rai Jain & Sons have filed their submissions. 


[MFTI—'CTOgl] 
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ix) l^equest was made to the Directorate General of Commercial intelligence 
and Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of Imports of subject goods for the 
past three years and the period of investigations; 

x) The Authority made available'non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by interested parties in the form of a public file kept open for 
inspection by the interested parties; 

xi) Optimum cost of production and cost to niake and sell the subject goods In 
India based on the information furnished by the applicant on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accouiiting Principles (GAAP) was worked out so as to 
ascertain if Anti'Dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be 
sufficient to remove Injury to Domestic Industry. For this purpose, domestic 
industry was directed to provide its cost of production and income statement 
with regard to product under consideration duly certified by a practicing cost 
accountant, which was also verified by the Designated Authority. 

xii) *** in this Notification represents information furnished by the applicant on 
confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules; 

xiii) Investigation was Ccirried out for the period starting from 1®^ April 2004 to 
31®* March 2005 (POI). The examination of trends in the context of injury 
analysis covered the period from April 2001-March 2002, April 2002-March 
2003, April 2003-March 2004 and the POI. 

B. Product under consideration & like article 

5. The product under consideration Is Cellophane Transparent Film also 
known as Transparent Paper or TP film, originating in or exported from 
People's Republic of China. Transparent Film is a re-generated cellulose 
film of glass clear transparency and sparkle. It is flexible, yet tough and 
withstands all the beatings in an automatic packaging operation and 
shows outstanding machine ability as well as dimensional stability. It Is 
made of wood pulp, hence it is non-toxic and biodegradable. 

6. TP films can be coloured or white. Transparent Film is available in sheet 
and Roll forms. Presently various types of TP Films having many Grades 
are produced. All grades are within the scope of product under 
consideration. It is an Ideal packaging material^ 

7. TP Films are classified under Chapter 39, subheading 392071 of the 
Customs Tariff Act in the category of Plastics and Articles thereof. 
However Customs classifications are indicative only and In no way binding 
on the scope of investigation. 
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6. The sole responding importer claimed that imported product; is of lower 
quality and is neither a like product to the domestic industry nor could 
, have caused injury to the domestic industry. The importer has claimed the 
! imported product as not being a like product on the basis of a number of 
1 parameters, which includes degree of commercial interchangeability, 
functions and end users of the merchandise, pricing, quality, channels oif 
; distribution, customer and producer perceptions of the products, 

I commercial prestige, machinabilky of the products. 


9. ! It has been argued by the importers that three grades of TP is 

manufactured and only grade III is imported which is not comparable to 
, other superior grades. Further grade ill Is produced by Dl in insignificant 
I quantity. 


of domestic industr 


10. Applicant has claimed that there is no significant difference between the 
Cellophane Transparent Film produced by the domestic producers and the 
products imported from subject country. They are comparable;in terms of 
characteristics such as physical & chemical characteristics, manufacturing 
j process & technology, functions & uses, product specificatiofis, pricing, 
distribution & marketing and tariff classification of the goods. Applicant 
claims that the two are technically and commercially substitutable. The 
consumers are using the two interchangeably.. 


11. Applicant either directly or through its dealers competes with these 
traders/resellers for the same general category of consumers. Significant 
volume of sales by the applicant companies is also through resellers. All 
resellers, whether dealing in the domestic or import product are supplying 
the product to the same general category of customers. 


:xamination bv the Authorii 


12. Rule 2(d) of AD Rules defines Like Article as 

“an article which is identical or alike in all respects to the article 
under investigation for being dumped in India or in the absence of 
such article, another article which although not alike in all respects, 
has characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under 
investigation.” 

13. The product for which application for imposition of anti dumping 
duty was filed by the domestic industry is "Cellophane Transparent Film 
also known as Transparent Paper**. Anti dumping Investigation was 
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initiated accordingly defining the product under consideration. The 
applicant had claimed that goods produced by them are like article to the 
goods originating or exported from China PR . The importer in their 
submissions has claimed that the goods imported by thorn are of inferior 
quality. However, difference in quality does not render the product as 
different from Cellophane Transparent Film. ThO product still remains 
Cellophane Transparent Film also known as Vansparent Paper, as the 
product contains the same basic physical and chemical characteristics 
and has the same functions & uses. Such being the case, it can not be 
said that mere difference in quality renders the product imported by the 
importer as different from ’’Cellophane Transparent Film also known a^ 
Transparent Paper", the product under consideration. 

14. The goods produced by the domestic industry are like article to the 
imported product under consideration. The alleged difference in the.quality 
may result in difference in prices. However, possible differences in 
physical characteristics arising as a result of difference in quality require a 
price adjustment. As pointed out by domestic industry, Para 6(i) of 
Annexure-I dealing with principles governing determination of normal 
value, export price and dumping margin in fact provide for a possible price 
adjustment on account of difference in physical characteristics. However, 
the importer has not claimed such a price difference with quantifiable 
evidence. Further, such an adjustment can generally be claimed by a 
producer in China only. Since none of the producers in China have 
responded to the Authority, no such price adjustment is feasible. 

15. After examining the above claim, it is provisionally concluded that there is 
no difference in the product imported from China and produced by the 
domestic industry, except with regard to alleged difference of quality. Even 
if it Is assumed that the imported product is of lower quality, this difference 
In quality can not render the imported and domestic product different 
product within the meaning of the Rule 2(d). It is also relevant to point out 
that the difference in quality is not a conscious business decision of any 
producer. The product is classified into different grades based on 
perceptible quality differences in the product after it is manufactured. 
Therefore, the cost of production per unit of different grades remains the 
same. 


16. in view of the above, for the purpose of preliminary findings the Authority 
holds that the goods produced by the domestic industry are like article to 
the goods imported from ChinaPR within the meaning of the Rules. 

C. Domestic Industry 

17. Rule 2(b) defines domestic industry as under:- 
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(b) “domestic industry” means the domestic producers as a whole 
engaged in the manufacture of the like article and any activity 
connected therewith or those whose collective output of the said 
article constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic 
production of that article except when such producers are related 
to the exporters or importers of the alleged dumped article or are 
themselves importers thereof in which case such producers shall 
be deemed not to form part of domestic industry: 

^ Application for imposition of anti dumping duty was filed by M/s Kesoram 
Rayon, (a unit of Kesoram Industries Limited). Applicant claimed itself as 
the sole producer of the product in India. The responding Importer also 
has not disputed the fact that the applicant is the sole producer of the 
j product in India. Investigation also has not revealed existence of any other 
producer In the Country. In view of the same, Authority holds that 
applicant constitutes the domestic industry for the purpose of this anti 
dumping investigation. 

D. Normal value 

, Claims of applicant 

18., Applicant claimed that China is a non-market economy. No country has 
granted market economy country status to China after following detailed 
evaluation procedure, examination and evaluation. Even China agreed in 
the accession treaty that WTO Members could use an NME antidumping 
methodology through December 11, 2016. China has been treated as 
non-market economy by European Commission and United States in the 
past three years. European Union and United States are members of 
i World Trade Organization. In India also, the Designated Authority has 
treated China as non-market economy. The Designated Authority has 
treated China as non-market economy in practically all the investigations 
initiated against China after the amendment dated 31*^ May, 2002. Even 
after the amendment dated 4^*^ Jan., 02, the Designated Authority have 
treated China as a non-market economy. With regard to treatment of 
China as non-market economy by other WTO member’s countries, 
European Commission and USA have treated China as a non-market 
economy country in a number of investigations. 

19. Further the domestic industry has pointed out that the sole responding 
importer claimed that China should be given market economy status, as 
has been done by the Authority in some other investigations. The 
Authority may note in this regard that the Rules provide that a Chinese 
exporter can claim market economy status on the basis of verifiable 
positive evidence. The Authority has in fact granted such status to 
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Chinese companies in frie past. Such a claim is required to be made by 
the concerned Chinese producers. However, no such claim has been 
made by any Chinese producer and therefore the Authority is unable tq 
apply Para 8 of Annexure I to the Rules. 

Claims of importers 

20. The responding importers claimed that China should be accorded market 
economy treatment. They further claimed that UK was not an appropriate 
market economy third cc)untry|in view of the facts that (a) imports from UK 
are coated films or Tape-base films, manufactured by Innovia Films-these 
are not the same as CTF from China, (b) prices in UK are higher, (c) 
prices in UK differ significantly as per the data given in the petition itself, 
(d) Indonesia, Thailand, Malaysia are more appropriate surrogate country 
as cost of production is low in these countries. 

Examination by the Authority 

21. In anti dumping investigations concerning imports from non market 
economy countries, normal value has to be determined in accordance with 
paragraphs 7 SrS of the Annexure 1 of the AD Rules. 

22. The Authority notes that none of the Chinese producers have responded 
in the form and manner prescribed. None of the Chinese producers have 
claimed that they should be granted market economy status. Under the 
circumstances, the Authority is not in a position to apply para 8 of 
Annexure 1 to the Rules and has to therefore proceed in accordance with 
para 7 of Annexure 1 to the Rules. According to these Rules, the normal 
value in China can be determined on any of the following basis: 

(a) the price in a market economy third country, 

(b) constructed vaiue in a market economy third country, 

(c) the price from such a third country to other countries, inciuding india. 

(d) the price actualiy paid in india, adjusted to include a reasonable profit 
margin. 

(e) the price actually payable in India, adjusted to include a reasonable profit 
margin. 

23. Applicant proposed consideration of import price from UK to India an 
appropriate benchmark for determination of normal value. Applicant 
supplemented its claim of normal value based on import price from UK 
with the estimates of cost of production in India, duly adjusted to include 
selling, general and administrative expenses and reasonable profit. The 
sole responding importer has objected to consideration of UK prices as an 
appropriate bench mark on a number of grounds. 
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24. i The Authority notes that applicant provided an evidence pf price in a 
market economy third country viz UK . While the responding importers 
disputed the claim and submitted that UK is not an appropriate market 
economy third country, no verifiable evidence has been provided by them 
suggesting some other market economy third country., Under the 
circumstances, the Authority has provisionally determined normal value 
i considering price actually payable In India for the like product, duly 
adjusted, to include a reasonable profit margin, perking further 
investigations, in accordance with provisions under Annexure-I of the 
Rules. The normal value is thus provisionally determined ats per 
KG 


E. i EXPORT PRICE 


25. In the application submitted for initiation of investigation , applicant had 
worked out export price based on transaction wise data provided by the 
DGCI&S and IBIS. Applicant had claimed that the transactibn wise data 
1 provided by DGCI&S does not include all imports reported injndia, as the 
i imports have been reported In a number of customs classification. 
Applicant claimed that the imports have been reported urjder different 
customs classification nos. 39207111, 39207119, 39207129, 39209929 
and 48064090. Applicant further claimed that in fact, imports from other 
countries have been reported in some other classification aisq. 

26. There is no denial of the claim of the applicant. by the sole 
responding importer. Information submitted by the importer on record 

: shows that the goods have been reported in different customs 
classifications as mentioned above. In view of the above, the export price 
has been determined on the basis of transaction wise imports data after 
including imports reported in customs classifications no. 392071 and other 
customs headings, The average import price comes to Rs.26.43 per kg 
(US $ 0.58 per kg). After considering price adjustments claimed by the 
domestic industry on account of inland freight, marine insurance, 
commission, ocean freight, bank charges & port expenses, t^e ex-factory 
export price comes to Rs.*** per KG (US $ *** per KG). 

F. DUMPING MARGIN 

27. Authority notes that the comparison made between horma! value 
and export ■ price must be fair comparison. Authority has therefore 
determined both the normal value and export price at ex-factory level. 

! Both the normal value and export price pertains to the same} period. Both 
the prices are free of taxes. Thus, the Authority considers that the 
comparison made constitutes a fair comparison. Considering the normai 
value and export price determined as detailed above, dumping margin has 
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been determined, which comes to Rs^ oetKO ftiS S *** per KG> 
works out as 369% of net export price. 

G. Injury to the domestic industry 

Import volumes and market share 

28. The volume of dumped imports, and their share in iniports frbm venous 
countries and production & consumption in India are given in the table 
below: ’ 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2<mm 

pei 

Import volumes (MT) 





From China 

88 

171 

237 

508 

Total imports 

229 

5Q0 

448 

692 

Share of China in imports % 

38.7 

34.17 

52.96 

73 37 

Demand/ Consumption (MT) 

2011 

2333 

2159 

2633 

Share of China in Demand In 
India % 

4.40 

7.32 

10.99 

19.26 

Imports in relation to 
production % 

4.55 

7.92 

11.86 

20.67 


a) It is found that the iniports from China PR iricreased over the period^^^m 
absolute terms and also in relation to import's into India, produbtion in India 
and consumption in India. 

b) Imports from China PR in relation to total imports of the product under 
consideration in India increased from 39% to 73% over the injury period 
excepting the year 2002-03. 

c) Imports from China PR in relation to production in India Increased from 
4.55% (2001-02) to 20.67% (2004-05). 

d) Imports from China PR in relation to derriand also iricreas^ from 4.40% 
to 19.28% over the period. 

From the above, it is evidently clear that imports from subject country have 
shown an Increase during the injury period both in absolute terms and also 
relative to domestic production and consumption. 


Price effect of imports 

29. Net sales realization of the domestic Industry has been arrived at by 
considering seRing price, excluding taxes & duties, rebates, discounts & 
commissions and freight & transportotion. Landed price of imports has 
been determined considering weighted average CIF import price, with 1% 
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landing charges and applicable basic customs duty. The trend of various 
prices is as given in the table below:- 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

GIF export price 

(Rs./kg.) 

64.51 

94.76 

30.36 

26.43 

% decline over Previous 
Year 


(46.89) 

67.96 

12.94 

Landed price of imports 
(Rs./KG) 

84.06 

123.47 

38.02 

31.77 

% decline over Previous 
year 

• 

(46.89) 

69.21 

16.44 

Net sales realisation 
(Indexed) 

100 

98 

81 

83 

Price Undercutting 

(Indexed) 

100 

15 

142 

158 

Cost of production 
(Indexed) 

100 

95 

97 

96 


30. It is noted that 

a) GIF export price into India from China has declined significantly; 

b) I As a result of decline in GIF import price, landed price of imports from 
China PR also declined significantly. 

C) Landed price of imports from China have been significantly below the net 
j sales realization of the domestic industry, resulting in significant price 
I undercutting. 

d) Imports are depressing the prices of the domestic industry in the market. 

It is evident from the above table that the effect of dumped imports on the 
domestic industry has been adverse. 

Economic parameters relating to the domestic industry 

31. j Table below shows capacity, production, capacity utilization and sales. 



2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Capacity (MT) 

3600 

3600 

3600 

3600 

Production (MT) 

1945 

2156 

2000 

2456 

Plant utilization(%) 

54.04 

59.89 

55.55 

68.22 

Domestic Sales (MT) 

1783 

1833 

1711 

,1941 

Export Sales (MT) 

298 

330 

347 

653 

Demand (MT) 

2011 

2333 

2159 

2633 

Market share in Demand (%) 

88.64 

78.58 

79.26 

73.72 
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It is seen that> 

a) Production of the domestic industry increased in absolute terms by about 
26% over the period. As a direct consequence, capacity utilization 
increased. 

b) Though production increased by about 26%, domestic sales did not 
increase proportionately. In fact, increase In sales volumes was only about 
9%; 


c) Even when demand increased by about 31 % (and increase in production 
was less than this increase in demand), sales increased only by 9%. 

32. The inventories with the domestic industry have been as shown below:- 


33. 


Inventories (MT) 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Opening stock 

512 

376 

367 

308 

Closing stock 

376 

367 

308 

170 

Average stock 

444, 

372 

338 

239 


period reflecting improved off-takes. 

Market share of the domestic industry and of China PR in demand in India 
was as under over the period;- 


% share 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Share of domestic industry 

88.64 

78,58 

79.26 

73.72 

Share of China 

4.40 

7.32 

10.99 

19.28 


It is seen that the market share of the domestic industry in demand in 
India declined. Thus, even when sales grew, the increase in sales 
volumes was far less than increase in production and demand in India. 
Resultantly, the domestic industry lost market share to imports from 
China PR. 


34. Profits earned by the domestic industry from the sales of the subject 
goods in the domestic market are as follows:- 


Indexed Rs. In lacs 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Profit before tax 





Total profit 

-100 

367 

-2436 

-2268 

Per unit 

-100 

358 

-2547 


Profit before interest & 
taxes 

100 

119 

-357 

-325 
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R is seen that the losses of the domestic Industry for the subject goods 
have been increasing significantly over the Injury period. 



yVages paid by the company and incidence of wage per unit of production 
has been as under:- 


t 


(Indexed 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 


[Wages (Rs. Lacs) 

100 

98 

95 

123 

iWage per unit of 
i productlon-Rs./KG 

100 

88 

93 

97 


3$. The no, of employees for the subject goods has been arrived in the ratio of 
Salary and wages for the subject goods (as per the cost audit neport) as 
Compared to total salary and wages of the unit. 


indexed 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

(A. of employee 

100 

68 

76 

83 


Whereas employment should have increased, given inprease in 
production and sales volumes, employment has in fact declined, as would 
be seen from the table above. 


37. Return On Investment has been calculated by considering capital 
employed on cellophane transparent film and profit before interest on 
domestic sales, which shows as under:- 


Indexed 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

PDI 

1 Capital employed (Rs. 
jin lacs) 

loo 

85 

91 

'87 

(Profit before interest & 
jtaxes (Rs. In iacs) ' 

100 

119 

-357 

!-325 

1 Return On ln\mtment 

m _ 

100 

140 

-391 

1-375 


It Is seen that whereas the capiteR employed shows decline, prpfit before 
ihterest & taxes declined very significantly. Resultantly, return on capital 
employed declined very significantly to such an extent that the same 
became negative from a situation of ^sitive. 


38. Effect on cash flow Since the applicant company Is a multi product 
company and even the division relating to the product is not deidicated to 
the product alone, it is considered more appropriate to determine cash 
profits in order to determine trends in cash flow. Status of cash of the 
domestic industry over the injury period have been as under;- 
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Indexed {Rs. Lacs) 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

TOI 

Profit before taxes ^ 

-100 

367 

-2436 

-2268 

Cash profits 

100 

2547 

-11304 

-10930 


It is seen that the cash profits of the domestic industry have declined 
significantly over the injury period to such an extent that the domestic 
industry is now faced with cash losses. This deterioration in cash profits is 
directly attributable to decfine in the selling prices in response to landed 
price of imports. 

39. Productivity of the domestic industry for subject good has increased, as is 
evident from the table below. 


Indexed 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

POI 

Production per 

employee(MT) 

100.00 

162^9 

134.91 

151.89 


Productivity of the domestic industry shows same trend as that of 
production combined with the fall in employment as mentioned above. 
However, In spite of significant increase in productivity, the profitability 
declined as per data given above. 

40. Growth There is positive growth in sales volumes, production and 
demand. However, growth in selling prices, sales values, market share, 
profits, cash flow, ROI has been negative. Negative growth in sales values 
despite positive growth in sales volumes and production is a clear result 
of significant reduction in the per unit net sales realisation by the domestic 
industry. The reduction in selling prices has led to an adverse impact on 
the profits, cash flow and ROI of the domestic industry. 

41. Ability to raise fresh/capltal Investments > The company Is suffering huge 
financial loses and has not made any fresh investments in the product. 
Applicant claimed that it would be difficult for them to raise investments. 

Arguments of importers on injury to the domestic industry 

42. a) It has been argued by the importer that the domestic industry is 
suffering injury from alternate products. It is claimed that demand for the 
subject goods has been going down over the last several decades. There 
are several substitutes which have emerged for packaging a paper. In 
support of its contention, the importer has referred a publication from 
Tree Donia Group” published in Feb., 2004, which states that Cellophane 
Film will continue its volume declines because of competition from 
oriented polypropylene. 


-6 
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Authority notes that annual reports of the applicant company also mention 
competition from alternate products. However, it is noted that the 
competition from alternate products is not a new phenomena in this 
’ industry. It is noted from the annual reports of the applicant as also claim 
of the importer that the alternate products have been competing with the 
I product under consideration for past several decades. It is however noted 
I that the performance of the domestic iridustryjn the past was much better 
In spite of such competition from alternate products. The performance 
, materially deteriorated over the injury period, with the Increase in dumped 

* imports and consequent significant price undercutting caused by such 
dumped imports. 

b) The responding importer has claimed that Cellophane Film is a dying 

* item and the world-wide production and demand Is going down. The 
Importer has also referred to Global Industry Report provided by the 
petitioner in this regard. 

‘ The Authority considers that the issue is entirely irrelevant to the present 
i investigations. The Report shows a significant decline in the world 
demand, whereas the demand in India has shown an increase over the 
injury period, as discussed hereinabove. Further, the applicant had been 
making profits in the past and is now faced with significant financial 
losses, which coincides with the increase in imports and significant price 
' undercutting. Even if it assumed that the product is a dying product in the 
' world market, demand of the producj is rising In the Indian market. The 
; lack of demand does not appear to be the major reason for deterioration in 
performance of the domestic industry. 

c) Importers have claimed that the goods being imported from China are 
■ of sub-standard quality and could not have caused injury to the domestic 
i industry and different quality grades are not interchangeable. 

In reply to the submissions of the importers the applicant has claimed that 

(i) entire imports are not of sub-standard quality; 

(ii) the imported product has had adverse impact on the average 
selling price of domestic industry. The responding importer itself 
has claimed that significant sales of the domestic industry are of 
good quality material. Such being the case, there is no reason , but 
for the dumped imports, for the net sales realization of the domestic 
industry to decline. Adverse impact of dumped imports on the 
prices of the domestic industry is evident, regardless of the quality 
of the imported product; 

(iii) the difference In quality is question of price adjustment, for which 
the Chinese producer or some interested party is required to raise 
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quantifiable adjustment for the purpose of comparison with the 
prices of the domestic industry; 

(iv) the imported product affected its prices of all kinds of films, even if 
the landed price of imports are compared with the selling price of 
the domestic industry in respect of 3"^ quality product, the 
undercutting is significantly positive. 

The Authority notes that the difference in quality does not imply that 
the domestic product is not a like article to the imported product. 
Moreover, as noted above, the performance of the domestic 
industry materially deteriorated. Even if it is assumed that the 
imported product is of poor quality, it is evident that the domestic 
industry has suffered material Injury as a result of dumped imports 
in the market. 

Conclusions 

43. There has been significant increase in the volume of dumped imports from 
the subject countr^^ in absolute terms and also in relation to imports; 
production and demand of the subject goods in India. Consequently, 
market share of the domestic industry has significantly declined. There 
has been significant adverse price effect by dumped imports, as the 
imports are causing significant price undercutting, which has resulted in 
significant suppressing effect on the prices of the domestic industry. In 
spite of reduction in the prices by the domestic industry, the price 
undercutting continues to be significant, which resulted in continuous 
increase in import volumes and their market share. 

44. As regards performance of the domestic Industry, increase in sales 
volumes less than increase in production, decline in market share of the 
domestic industry, decline in sales values in spite of increase in sales 
volumes, significant decline in the prices, decline in profits from a situation 
of profits to significant financial losses, deterioration in cash flow & return 
on investment from a situation of positive to negative, persistent adverse 
effect on the domestic prices, decline in employment collectively and 
cumulatively establish that the domestic industry has suffered material 
injury. 

45. Even though production, capacity utilization, productivity, wages showed 
positive trend, decline in market share of the domestic industry and 
significant financial losses suffered by the domestic industry in its 
operations of the subject goods establish existence of material injury.lt is 
thus provisionly concluded that the domestic industry has suffered 
significant material injury. 
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H. Causal link 

46. Authority examined whether other parameters could have contributed to 
injury to the domestic industry. It was found that: 

a) Imports from Third Countries: - Imports of Cellophane Transparent Film 
I from other countries are either negligible (de minimus) or the export price 
I is significantly higher. Imports from other countries do not appear to have 

caused injury to the domestic industry. 

b) I Contraction in Demand: - Demand for the subject goods hswe increased. 

Possible contraction in demand does not appear to have caused injury to 
the domestic industry. Even though it has been argued that the product 
under consideration is a dying product and is competing with alternate 
products, the Authority notes that such alternate products existed for a 
fairly long period (about a decade) and there has been no such material 
change in the market situation relating to this product vis-^-vis such 
alternate products. Further, since the demand has shown positive trend, 
the fact whether or not the product is dying product is neiither factually 
correct nor relevant with reference to the Indian market. In feet, reliance in 
this regard has been placed on some very old report relating to the US 
i market which may not be applicable to the Indian market. 

c) Pattern of consumption; - No significant change in the pattern of 
consumption has been noticed. As regards possible competition from 
alternate products, as noted in the previous paragraph, demand for the 
product under consideration has in fact shown an increase and it does not 
appear that the pattern of consumption has caused injury to the domestic 
industry. 

d) ' Conditions of competition: - No evidence of conditions of competition or 

trade restrictive practices having caused injury to the domestic industry 
has been brought to the knowledge of the Authority. 

e) Developments in technology:- There is no significant change in technology 
over the injury period which could have caused injury to the domestic 
industry. 

e) Export performance of the domestic industry:- Export performance of the 
applicant has not deteriorated. In fact, export volumes of the applicant 
shows an increase. Applicant however claimed that these exports are 
avoidable exports and were made due to Inability of the domestic industry 
to sell the material in the domestic market as a result of dumped imports. 
Further, while the applicant claimed that the price injury and profit injury 
caused to the domestic Industry on account of exports is clearly an injury 
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suffered by the domestic industry on account of dumped imports and is 
not required to be si^gregated and removed while assessing injury for 
product concerned, the Designated /(Authority has considered information 
relevant only to domestic operations while assessing the present injury to 
the domestic industry. 

f) Productivity: - Productivity of the domestic industry has increased as a 
result of increase in production. Possible deterioration in productivity is 
therefore not a possible reason for injury to the domestic industry. 

Factors establishing causal link 

47. Analysis of the performance of the domestic industry over the injury period 
shows that the perlformance of the domestic industry has materially 
deteriorated due to dumped imports from subject country. This is 
established by the following:- 

a) Import prices and consequently the landed price of imports from the 
subject country declined steeply causing significant price undercutting. As 
a direct consequence, the domestic industry was forced to reduce the 
prices. 

b) Reduction in the selling prices by the domestic industry adversely affected 
the profits, cash flow and return on investments of the company. 

c) In spite of reduction in prices by the domestic industry, the imports were 
cheaper. Resultantly, the volume of dumped Imports increased In spite of 
reduction in prices by the domestic industry. This has directly resulted in 
continuous increase in import volumes. 

d) Significant positive price undercutting resulted in increase in market share 
of imports from the subject country. As a direct consequence, while the 
market share of dumped imports in demand in India increased, that of 
domestic Industry declined. 

e) Existence of significant price undercutting and consequent decline in 
market share of the domestic industry resulted in a situation where the 
domestic industry was not able to increase its sales volumes in spite of 
increase in production and capacity utilization. 

f) Decline in selling prices resulted in a situation where even though the 
sales volumes increased, sales values declined. 

g) In spite of increase in market demand and reduction in selling prices by 
the domestic industry, market share of the domestic industry declined due 
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. to significant reduction in landed price of imports and consequent increase 
in import volumes. This adversely affected the domestic industry. 

It is thus concluded that the domestic industry has suffered material injury due to 
dumped imports from subject country. 


I. Other issues 

48. The sole responding importer argued that India Ranks poorly in the latest 
2005 Economic freedom Index of Heritage Foundation and therefore anti 
dumping action should be used sparingly. It has also been claimed that 
Cellophane Film is a small part of the total turnover of the applicant and 
hence deserves no merit for consideration of levy of anti dumping duty, 
more so keeping in mind India’s poor standing in International Trade 
Community. 

The Authority considers that anti dumping investigations are product 
specific and also the share of the product in applicant’s total business is 
irrelevant to decide whether the product is being dumped and is causing 
injury to the domestic industry. 


J. Indian industry's interest & other issues 


49. The Authority notes that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is 
to eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade 
practices of dumping so as to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of the 
country. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would not restrict imports 
from the subject country in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the 
availability of the products to the consumers. 


K. 


Conclusions 


50. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion 
that: 


a) The subject goods have been exported to India from the subject country 
below its normal value; 


b) The domestic industry has suffered material injury: 

c) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports from subject country. 
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L. Recommendations 

51. The Authority notes that the investigation was initiated and notified to all 
interested parties and adequate opportunity was given to the exporters, 
importers and other interested patties to provide positive information on 
the aspect of dumping, injury and causal links. Having initiated and 
conducted an investigation into dumping, injury and causal links between 
dumping and injury to the domestic industry in terms of the Rules laid 
down and having provisionally established positive dumping margin 
against the subject country, as well as material injury to the domestic 
industry caused by such dumped imports, the Authority is of the view that 
imposition of provisional duty is required to offset clumping and injury 
pending completion of the investigation. 

52. Therefore, Authority considers it necessary and recommends provisional 
anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods from the subject country in 
the form and manner described hereunder. 

53. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the authority, the 
Authority recommends imposition of provisional anti-dumping duty equal 
to the lesser of margin of dumping and margin of injury, so as to remove 
the injury to the domestic industry. Accordingly, provisional antidumping 
duty equal to the amount indicated in Col 9 of the table below is 
recommended to be imposed from the date of notification to be issued in 
this regard by the Central Government, on all imports of subject goods 
originating in or exported from the subject country. 


Duty Table 



Sub- 
Head tng 
Or Tariff 
Item 

Description Of 
Goods 

Specificati 

on 


Country 

of 

export 

Producer 

Exporter 


Unit 

of 

Meas 

urem 

ent 


IB 

mm 

mmmm 

(4)_ . 

SB 

mm 

mmm 


mm 


nn 

1. 


Cellophane 
Transparent 
Film (also 
known as 
Transparent 
Paper) 

All 

Grades 

China 

PR 

mui 

mill 

mm 

1.90 

Kgs. 

us 

$ 

1 

3920 

-do - 

-do- 


China 

PR 

Bl 

Si 

1.90 

Kgs. 

mail 

m 
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IFurther Procedures 

'i'he following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the 
ifireliminary findings:- 

I 

the Authority invites comments on these findings from all Interested 
parties and the same would be considered in the final finding; 

(Exporters, importers, applicants and other interested parties known to be 
(»ncerned are being addressed separately by the Authority, who may 
make known their views, within forty days from the date of the dfspatch of 
me letter. Any other Interested party may also make known Its views within 
ijorty days from the date of publication of these findings; 

the Authority would conduct further verification to the extent deemed 
ijiecessary; 

{ he Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing final 
ndings. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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